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EDITORIAL NOTES. 


[7 RATI ‘te that. at last. a Public Utihty Commi n 1s again 
ffice 1 t¢ nd that it is certain two of 1ts members are well 
lified t pon the important measures to come before it tor solu 

n Che only reason we do not say positively all three of its members 

r ( tualified is because the member selected from Atlantic county, 

Mr. Bacharach, | been Mavor of Atlantic City and President of ‘a 
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the Federal Government, under the present administration, 
es in the Post Oftice Department to do away with polity !' We 
Yet Postmaster-General Hays says 
to be supposed he means all he says. “My purposes,” he de 
peech in Chicago on March roth, “are to take the Postal Ser- 
to make such in all decency 
square 


| if 


rectihcations as hair 


and broaden 
a purel 


and 


be made to assure a deal and to strengthen 


and to put the entire Postal Service on 


business 


0 sound and serviceable that no political party will ever again dare 
evade tt.’ This is the kind of thing we like. and the people 

ught to like it as well. An ethecient postmaster in a community 1s 

re importance than a good torekeeper, o1 hatter, of barber lle ts 


important as a good Judge, but | value to the 
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' reat ass \VI politics turn him out, or turn 
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aslature by their greed and extortion, 


not otf nded and tenant who have 


mnt that a class has invited by its con 
C4 ed lor re rulation be Lise Ole cla 
tenant has protection because all who 
tI place to leep ind eat | e who 
( orbit lit re | or u LO pay 
( htt LQ hemsel ve bu uch 
tion of tl he dh 
1 re on ul ’ 1} 
l tl it pri ( Cott ( T rht 
( Let ppropri ely ed 
at rl 1 W111 itole 
( publi Pury. ( Iie ( irl 
part of pr ( racts are 
rie (| «*¢ ) ’ ( 1 tL1oOn 
} he « ’ “4 ] { the 
ay ir vy mpared he « 
a ct) miav be dt by 
r | lie ”) 1 ( ) hie 
; ( Ay f the 
ed | a or tyre vhen 
' pel P ‘ © 
( | I 1) ( ( 1 ( ce) 
| ! e 1 power 1 ibly 
( pron j I 
a snes 
the w ( ( ci 
CO titwuite 1 re ! ble 
| Tie re 1m Cl COnM 
mip on, reasona 
( | Lite lift (*) 1 1} t< 
hie I tKINY al 1 lst r unrea 
piaxe: Bea 2 ej 
( ( ( ] lel lhe 
t wi e jury reason infer 
qd sunre ble rent 
t r uel be 
tate n do tor tl nefit 
e le tion re ecure founda 
Win tI Té uel nev le lation 
( vhet] I Octe ] pre 
( ] ultim tel whit | il Lire 
e Cour in conflict with legisla 
e been ouvht to be unwisely hard 
mendment is m the case ot 
of the United States in the income tax 
the eenth Amendment, and of this 


. BR a 








$2333 








_ 
Inc 
rELL-TALI FINGER-PRI 1O 
] ¢ sorht—hour-< ma hig ata my rate 
C out 1 fie | 1) 1 eqd an Cll hou al | | | 
1] 
] ‘ | , { PF A/ art men 
ol ( Pot ! } municipal COM ( () Of l \ ) I 
] } t he 
1 a } mTITVT OC) ( y i¢ 
(Compe {101 lh of the itter la 1] 
llr ( «ol | nited tate 
I 1 
‘ Y re QO! 
( re ( ( gurl ] | j Ti1¢ l 
' 1). re 
{ ] { nt te | 1 
17 eer) 11 rf cr ( 1) 
bcille 1) 1 
11 eT ‘ae ( CT ne} ( ( () r¢ tri 
() 
] ] ] 1i¢ clé 1 ( Wha 
| eCopt 1 «jl ) 
| 0 CO] 
( rit 1¢ ( () 1T ] 1 1 (*7 ‘ are 
( ) 
] r} j 
ental | ‘ tc, TE tri 1)¢ wey ney 1¢ the 
ct < I | 
] ‘ 7 7 
(4 ( fhe OW eT ] | ( ( pI 
{fe 1 e of | propel I m ( y ae 
( an | ] 
11 
cy} thy ( 1 } } ( ( er the 
le ailln sl hy ' 
1] | live { (*T 1. | 
1 , ' | } het ‘ ‘ (TT 
4 
} 
I : ; 
ri f 4 p ‘ 
’ rete 
( Tl) ‘ 
1 cle | Lic ie ] adance 
7 Y ? 
| re ( 
( f t 
] , ‘ . WI 
( ( \ ( ( V 
bis 1 
: . P Y ‘ T f 
hi r 
{ ( 
f , ‘ , ae rd int { 
} 
( i 
t { LA! « 
r} MTrES OW 
( I } } 
, f ; + 
( t¢ : 
} 
bya 
ay e (]y ‘ ’ 11 
t+ 1 (*¢ ( ( 
+] e Tl 11] ( or t } = 
i 
Fore { 1 1 "1 ervene 
, t } ( ( } } 
TELL-TALE FINGERPRINTS 
a ¥ ePwat ( 
TT) | 11eT Ol c1¢ ( 11 T 
| \ . 
he ' een | 
tet ( he reproduces fot ern ( I re 
ere | | l 
I ! 1 + thre ( nty 
| ; ] e{{ } cy? } 1] ~( " rt ntrerm 
| 
f | 1? ) ‘ 
( f } } } oO } | 
a ) ( Wm crime cacte | ct ( 1 ex f 
| 
, ] 1 * lia 
. , } +} ( t Pe 1 ( eT 
| ‘\ + 1 
| d | tive a7 or | |) rt Y K 1 Té 


533331303 we 





1OO THE NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAI 


When Mr. Schwartz first took charge of the work in Newark, the 
of finger-prints as evidence had never been really estimated in this 
a1itt Phe science had been much discus ed, but the Courts had had 
portunity to pass upon its reliability. In tact, it was not until 1gtt 


that the true value of such evidence was shown to Courts in New York 


lit was Schwartz who did the showing. [ate in 1910 the police 
Newark arrested James Card and Krank Brown, known to them to be 
fe Ol thieve There was nothing, seemingly, on which the two 


could be held as criminals, but they were taken to the Bureau of Rec- 

| their measurements were recorded lhe measurements proved 

er-prints were taken, and these were submitted to M1 

wartz. While he was looking over them he tound that the impres 
+] 
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\. +] b omend +] . * 1) rity t thre meet print . thre men were 
el to New rk a ere tried in Rockland County and Schwartz 
] " ( ‘ { ) | ( ( \ it COnVIction Wa 
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